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Foresord

Ae a publlc eervlce to assist loeal houslng act.lvities through
clearer underetandlng of local housing rnarkeE condltions, FHA
lnttlated publlcatlon of lts comprehenatve housing market analyses
early ln t965. Whtle each report ls deelgned specifically for
FllA use ln adrnlnlEtertng ltB mort.gage lnsurance operatlons, 1t
1s expected that the factual lnformatlon and Ehe flndings and
concluelons of Ehese reports wl1I be generally useful also to
bulldere, mortgageee, and othere concerned with local housing
probleme and Eo others havlng an lnEerest ln local economic con-
dttlonr and trends.

Slnce aarket analysis is not an eract aclence, the judgmental
factor ls lmporranE ln the developrnent of findtngs and conclusions.
There wlll be differencea of oplnton, of course, in the lnter-
pretatlon of avallable factual lnformatlon in determining the
absorptlve capacity of the market and t.he requirements for main-
tenance of a reaaonable balance ln demand-supply relatlonships.

The factuel'framework for each analysis is developed as Ehoroughly
as poaslble on the basls of lnformat,lon avallabLe from both local
and natlonal tources. UnIees apeclflcally identifled by source
reference, alI estlrntee and judgmente ln the analysle are those
of the authorlng enalyst and the FtlA Harket Analysls and Research
Sectlon.
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ANALYSIS OF THE
SAN DIEGO CALIFORNIA HOUSING MARKET

AS OF OCTOBER 1 L967

(A supplement to the November 1 , L965 anal,ysis)

Summarv and Conclusions

Employment growth in the San Diego, California, Housing Market
Area (HMA) was very rapid in the L965-1967 period. Total
nonagricultural employment in the HMA averaged 339r600 between
August 1966 and JuIy 1967, an increase of 19,1O0 over the
previous twelve-month period. A similar gain of 19,9OO was
reported between 1965 and 1966. Manufacturing emplo)'rnent
averaged 60r3OO in the twelve-month period ending JuLy L967,
up 5,2OO over the August 1965-JuLy L966 average. The average
annual manufacturing employment of 58r0OO in 1966 was up 6,300
over the 1965 average. The bulk of employment in the San Diego
HMA is concentrated in nonmanufacturing industries and most
of the employment gain in the L965-L967 perLod was in this sector,
primarily in trade, services, and government. During the two-
year forecast period, from October 1, L967 to October 1, L969,
total nonagricultural employment in the San Diego HMA is ex-
pected to increase by abouE 15,00O jobs annually.

As of October l, L967, the population of the HI'{A totaled
L,2841500, an increase of 83r50O (or 43,55O annually) since
November l, 1965, the date of the last analysis. In response
to the continued employment growth forecast for the 1967-L969
period, the population of the San Diego Hl,lA is expected to
increase to 1r341rOOO persons by October 1, L969, reflecting
annual gains of 28r250 persons.

There were about 386100O households in the San Diego HI,IA as
of October 1, 1967 , representing an average annual gain of
13,550 since November 1, L965. Based on the anticipated
increment in population growth in response to new job oppor-
tunities, it is expected that by October l, 1969 there will
be a toEal of 407,000 households in the HIr4A. An increase of
this magnitude would represent a gain of 10,5OO households
annual 1y.

As of October 1, L967, there were approximately 4L2r5OO housing
units in t.he San Diego HI,IA, a net gain of I2r9O0, or 61725
annually, since November L965. The net addition was the
result of the completion of about 14r9OO units and the dernoli-
tion of some 2rOO0 units.

2

3

4
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5 It is judged that there were about 14,600 vacant housing units
available for sale or rent in the HMA as of the date of this
analysis. Of this total, 4r2OO were for sale, indicat.ing a
homeowner vacancy ratio of 1.8 percent, and 1Or4OO were avail-
able for rent, indicating a renter vacancy ratio of 6.1 percent.

The volume of new construction that will meet the needs of
the growing population of the San Diego HMA is projected for
the period ending September 3O, 1969 aL IOrOOO uniEs annually
(excluding 1ow-rent public housing and rent-supplement accom-
modations). Of the annual toEal, 5,5O0 units represents demand
for single-family houses and 4r5OO unit.s represents demand for
multifamily units. Of the total multifamily demand, it is
estimated that 7OO uniLs will require some form of public bene-
fits or assistance to achieve the lower rents necessary for
absorption. Demand for new single-family housing by price
ranges is shown on page L7. Annua1 demand for new multifamily
units by gross monthly rent and unit size is expected to
approximate the pattern presented on page 18.

6



ANALYSI.S OF THE
SAN DTEGO. CAI, IA. HOUSING MARKET

AS OF OCTOBER I, 1967

(A supplement to the November l, 1965 analysis)

Housing Market Area

The San Diego, California, Housing Market Area (HMA) is defined
as San Diego County. This area is coextensive with the San Diego
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA), as defined by the
U.S. Bureau of the Budget. As of the April 196O Census, the popu-
Iation of the HI,IA tot.aled about 1,O33rOOO persor,"l/, of whom
about 573,OOO were in the eity of San Diego. There are twelve
smaller cities in t.he HI"IA in addition to San Diego"

San Diego is located in the extreme southwestern corner of
California, contiguous to the Republic of Mexico. IE is about 125
miles south of Los Angeles, and about 175 miles wesL of Yuma,
Arizona.

The San Diego, California, HI.{A continues to be heavily dependent
upon the government including the military establishment. Govern-
ment is directly responsible for over 4O percent of the toEal
work force. This includes civilian government employment, shore-
based military personnel, the aircraft industry, and the shipbuild-
ing industry" In addition, some portion of employment in trade
and services results from the government influence. It is there-
fore probable that well over one-half of the San Diego economy is
dependent upon government expendit.ures.

Ll Inasmuch as the rural farm population of the San- Diego HMA con-
sEituted only O.9 percent of the eotal population in 196O, all
demographic and housing data used in this analysis refer to
the total of farm and nonfarm data.
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Economy of the Area

work rorcJ/

The civilian work.force of the San Diego HMA averaged 369r9OO
persons in 1967 "2/ This represents an increase of 16r600 over
the average for the August 1965-JuIy 1966 interval. Between 1964
and 1966, the work force increased by 22rOOO. In contrast, the
total civilian work force of the San Diego HMA was unchanged
between 196l and L964.

Emp I oyment

Current Estimate and Recent Trend. Total nonagricultural employ-
ment in the San Diego HMA averaged 33916O0 in L967, an increase
of 19rlOO over the figure for the previous twelve-month period.
A gain of 19,9O0 was reported between 1965 and 1966. The recent
economic upturn in San Diego began in 1965, during which nonagri-
cultural employment increased by 8r0O0 jobs over the average for
1964. Defense contracts are responsible for a large part of the
recent gain" In the previous three-year period (f961-L964), the
employment 1evel was virtually unchanged"

Manufacturi ng Employment. Manufacturing accounted for about 18
percent of total nonagricultural employment in L967, a raEio un-
changed from 1964. Employment in manufacLuring averaged 6Or3OO
in 1967, up 51200 over the AugusE 1965-July L966 average. The
average annual manufacturing employment total of 58rOOO in 1966
was up 61300 over the 1965 average. The recent upswing in manu-
facturing employment contrasts sharply with the 1959-1965
experience, when manufacturing employment declined by 22r550; how-
ever, manufacturing employment is still substantially below the
level of the late 195Ors"

Manufacturing employment is dominated by aircraft and missile firms,
collectively identified as the aircraft industry, which provides
over half of the total jobs. Since 1965, about 51600 employees were
added in the aircraft industry which reached a level of 3l,5OO
employed in 1967, but the total is still substantially below the
1957 peak of 55,65O employed. The sizable employment losses
which oecurred in this industry during the late l95ots and early
1960r s resulted from a decision to phase-out the Atlas missile as
a strategic weapon. The Astronautics plant of Convair was a prime
contractor for the Atlas missile and the decision to discontinue

1/ Work force and employment data in this report do not. reflect
revisions released in December L967 

"

2/ As used in this section, ItL967tt
ending July 1967.

refers Eo the 12-month period
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its production was, in part, responsible for the employment loss in
the aircraft industry. Some employment growth also has occurred
in the machinery and shipbuilding industries, but these gains have
been relatively minor.

NonmanufacturinA Emplovment. The bulk of employment in the san
Diego HMA is concentrated in nonmanufacturing industries. Employ-
ment in nonmanufacturing averaged 27gr3oo in 1967, representing
an increase of 13r9OO over the August 1965-Ju1y 1966 average.
The gain between 1965 and 1966 was similar (13r600 jobs), while
the gain between 1964 and 1965 totaled only grOOO jobs.

The nonmanufacturing sector is dominaLed by trade, services, and
government, which accounted for over four-fifths of the total in
L967. rn addition, nonmanufacturing employment increases have
been concentrated in these three sectors in recent years. Employ-
ment in trade increased by 8,2oo between 1964 and L967 to a total
of 75,4o0. BeLween 1964 and 1967 employment in services increased
by 8r8OO. The largesL gains have occurred in the government
secEor, a result, in large part, of the military build-up in Sout.h-
east Asia. The recent policy of the Defense Department to replace
certain military personnel with civilian employees account.s for
some portion of this increase. For the twelve-month period ending
JuIy 1967, government employment averaged 77.OOO, an increase of
6,2OO over the August 1965-Ju1y 1966 average. In the preceding
two years (1964-1966) government employment increased by 9,1O0,
or 41550 jobs annually.

There have been smal1 epployment increases during the last two years
in the finance, insurance, and real estaEe sectors and in trans-
portation, communications, and utilities. The construction
industry, on the other hand, has been declining almost continuous-
ly since L959, as a result of the sharp curtailment of residential
construction.

Impact of the MiLitary

A11 of the military activity in the HI,IA is composed of Navy and
Marine operations. As of June 3O, L967, the assigned military
strength in the San Diego Hl{A totaled over 17O,4OO personnel. Of
this number, almosE 79r8OO were shore-based, including 45rOOO
Navy and 34r8OO Marine Corps personnel, and over 9Or600 were Navy
personnel who were homeported in San Diego. The homeported
personnel are assigned to a ship and are not in the area most of
the time; however, the base to which they are assigned is respon-
sible for providing the necessary services to their dependents,
including housing.
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The current military personnel totaL of 17O,4OO is abouE 321900
above the June 1965 leve1. Most of the increase (about 17,OOO)
reflects increases in the number of homeported personnel. The
next largest gain occurred at the Camp Pendleton Marine Base,
which added over 9r2OO during the two-year period. The Marine
Corps Recruiting Depot had an assigned strength of. l2r3OO in June
L967, which represented a gain of 3r7OO over 1965. The remaining
increases occurred at the numerous other installations.

In addition to military personnel, there were abouL 22,25O civilians
employed at military installations throughouE the HI4A in June
1961. This reflects an increase of about 4r9OO over the June 1965
total. It should be not.ed that military personnel are specifically
excluded from the employment data presented in this analysis.
Civilians employed at military installations are, however, included
in both the work force and employment data.

Most, of the civilian employees in the HMA are located at the North
Island Naval Air Station. There were about 10,0OO civilians at
this installation in June L967, compared with 71775 two years ago.
As mentioned earlier in this analysis, part of this increase re-
flect.s the Defense DepartmenE policy to repl-ace certain military
personnel with civilian counterparts.

The t.rends of military and civilian strength at the various
installations in the HMA are shown in table II.

Unemplo yment

The unemployment rate in the San Diego HMA has declined sharp!.y
ln the last three years. In L964, about 25r4OO persons, or 7.5
percent of the work force, were unemployed. rn 1966, the number
of unemployed persons totaled 18r7oo, and the unemployment rate
had dropped to 5.2 percent. For the twelve-month period ending
JuLy 1967, the unemployment rate was only 4.9 percent, compared
with 5.9 percent in the Augusr 1965-Ju1y 1966 period.

Future Emplovment Prospects

During the two-year forecast period, from October l, 1967 to
october 1, L969, total nonagricultural empLoyment in the san Diego
HI4A is expected to increase by abouE l5rooo jobs annuarly. This
is somewhat below employment increases (an annual rate of almost
20rooo) experienced during the last two years but indicates that
the San Diego economy will continue to expand.
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It is anticipated that about 5rOOO manufacturing jobs will be
added annually during the next two years; this is roughly compara-
ble to increases since 1965. This forecast is predicated on the
addition of two new firms in the San Diego area. The National
Cash Register Company and Union Carbide wiIl open new plants during
the forecast periodl total employment at these two firms will be
approximately lOrOOO. Little change is expected in the employment
level of the aircraft industry and the remaining manufacturing
industries.

Nonmanufacturing industries are expected to add about IOrOOO jobs
annually during the two-year forecast period. The projected
increase is significantly below employment increments of the last
two years. This results primaril-y from a reduced rate of growth
in the government sector, because the changeover from military
personnel to civilian employees has been completed, and also re-
flects the lower rate of projected population growth. The total
nonmanufacturing increases will be evenly divided between the
trade, service, and government categories" There will be only
minor changes in the remaining industries.

Based on information supplied by Ehe Navy and Marine Corps,
milit.ary strength in the San Diego HMA is expected to be main-
tained at about the current 1evel, with some minor variations.
However, the military installations in the area are deeply in-
volved with the Vietnam conflict; uncertainty regarding the
military strength is great and unanticipated events connected
with the war could greatly affect the San Diego atea.
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Demographic Factors

Popu tion

Current Estimate and Recent Trend. Population growth in the
San Diego HI,IA was very rapid in the 1965-1967 period in response
to a rapidly growing economy. As of October l, L967, the popu-
lation of the HMA totaled 1r284150O, an i-ncrease of 83r5OO since
November l, L965, the date of the last market analysis. The
November 1965-October 1967 growth represents an average annual
increase of 431550. The average rate of growth between 1960 and
1965 was 30,1OO annually.

There were about 678rOOO persons in the city of San Diego as of
October l, 1967. This total represents an average gain of l4r600
annually since November 1965; the 196O-1965 increase was sor€-
what lower, averaging 13,75O a year.

The cities of Chula Vista, EI Cajon, and National City have had
significantly higher rates of population growth in the last two
years than during the 1960-1965 interval. Part of this increase,
however, results from annexation activities. Table III presents
the trend of population growth for the HMA and the principal
cities from 1960 to the current date.

The current population total includes 178,8OO military personnel
and their dependents, 66,100 military-connected civilians, and
1 rO39r60O nonmilitary-connected persons.l/ Sir,"" November L965,
the total civilian populaEion has increased by an average of
341825 annually, composed of 27 r525 nonmilitary-connected civilians
and 7r3OO military-connected civilians. Between 196O and L965,
the civilian population added an average of 3O,1OO persons annually,
all of which was in the nonmilitary-connected sector.

The widely divergent population growth raLes between the two
periods resulted from changes in the military population, which
increased by an average of 81725 between 1965 and 1967, while it
was unchanged in the 1960-1965 period.

L/ The presence of the military has a significant impact on the
economy of the HI'{A; therefore, data on the military are shown
separately whenever possible. As used in this analysis, partic-
ularly in the rrDemographic Factorsrr section, the term rtmilitaryrl
is defined as including uniformed military personnel and their
dependenEs. t'Military-connected civiliansrt include those
civilians and their dependents who are employed by the military.
The term rtnonmilitary-connected civiliansrr includes all oEher
civilians not directly connected with Ehe various military
instal lations.



Population SeAment

Nonmi 1 itary- connected
Military-connected
Mi 1 itary

Total

8-

Changes in Population
San Diego. California. HMA

t960-L967

April 1,
19 60

823,9OO
52, lOO

157.OOO
I , O33, OOO

November 1,
1965

991,9O0
52, 1OO

157.OOO
l,2o1,OOO

October 1,
19 67

l,o4or4oo
66, 1OO

l7 .ooo
1,2g4r5OO

source: l96o census of Population and Est.imates by Housing
Market Analyst.

Estimated Future Population. In response t.o the continued favor-
able employment growth forecast, the population of the San Diego
HMA is expected to increase to 11341rOOO persons by October 1,
1969. The prospective gain of 28r25O persons yearly compares with
growth of 43r55O a year between 1965 and 1967.

The lower rate of population growth that is forecast for the next
trnro years results from the fact that no growth is anticipated in
the military or military-connected segment of the population.
The nonmilitary-connected civilian population however, will increase
at a more rapid rate than has been the case since 1965, because of
the subsEantial growth in employment expected in the nonmil.itary
sector of the economy.

Households

Current Estimat.e and R t Trend. Between November 1, 1965 and
october 1, 1967, the number of households (occupied housing uniLs)in the san Diego HI'IA increased by about 261000, to a total of
386,00o. The 1967 total represented an average annual gain of
about 13r55o households since November 1965. Between April 196o
and November 1965 households in the san Diego HMA increased by an
average of 9,825 annually.



Household Sesment

Nonmi 1 i tary- connected
Military-connected
Mil itary

Total

9

Chanses in Horrseho 1d s

San Diego. California. HI'{A

L960-L967

April 1,
19 60

253 r4OO
t6,8oo
35.OOO

3O5,2OO

November l,
L965

3O8,2OO
16 ,8OO
35.OOO

360 , ooo

October l,
t967

326,8OO
21 ,600
37 .600

386 , OOO

Source: 1960 Census of Housing and Estimates by Housing Market
Analyst.

Most of the growth in households during the 1965-1967 period
occurred in Ehe nonmilitary-connected segment of the population,
in which the number of househo!-ds has increased by an average of
9,7OO annually since L965, to a October l,1967 total of 3261800.

There were 2l,600 milit.ary-connected civilian households as of
October l, 1967, up an average of 2,5O0 a year since November L965'
The number of military households increased by 1r35O annually
during the period, to a totaL of 3716O0 as of October 1, L967.

The appar"r,l di."iepancy between the high rate of population growth

in the military segment as oPposed to a relatively slow rate of
increase in.thL number of households results from a large Lncrease
in nonhousehold military personnel

Household Size Trends. The average size of all households in the
Hl'lA was estimated at 3.08 persons as of October 1, L967 refLectiing
a continuation of a declining trend in household size. Between
1960 and L965, the average size of households declined from 3.11
persons to 3.10 persons. The accelerated decline in average house-
hold size between 1965 and L967 reflects a general trend towards
smaller households, a fact which is supported by the considerable
number of new multifamily uniEs that were occupied in the period,
these being typically occupied by smaller households. During the
forecast period, a furEher decline in averag,e household size is
anticipated; by the end of the forecast period, average household
size is expecEed to be 3.O6 persons.
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Future Household Growth. Based on the anticipated increment inpopulation growth in response to new job oppoitunities, on the
assumption that the average size of al1 households will continueto decline slowly, and on a slight increase in nonhousehold popu-lation, it is expected that by october r, 1969 there wilr be atotal of 4oT rooo households in the HI"IA. An increase of Ehismagnitude above the current estimate wourd represent. a gain oflo,5oo annually. This projected gain is 

"o*"rhut. 
below the 1965-1967 average gain, when the numbei of military and miritary-

connected households increased by nearly 3,35b a year, but it iswell above the 1960-1965 experience. All the growth will be inthe nonmilitary portion, and the number of houieholds in this
segment will increase more rapidly than since 1965.



ll

Housins Market Factors

Housi Supplv

Current Estimate and Rec t Trend. As of October l, 1967, there
r^,ere approximately 4L2'5OO housing units in the San Diego HMA, a
net gain of 12,9OO, or 6,725 annually, since November 1965 (see
table IV). The November 1965 housing invent.ory was estimated at
399,600 units. The net addition during the Lg65-1967 period was
the result of the completion of about L4,9oo units and the demoli-
tion of some 2rO0O units. Between April 1, 1960 and November l,
L965, the number of housing units in the san Diego HI"IA increased
from 339,400 to 399,600, an increase of 6012OO units, or lo,gOO
annual ly.

Residential Buildine Activitv

Recent Trend. Residential building activity in the L965-L967
period was substantially below that of the 1958-1964 period. From
a peak of 29,9OO privately-financed units authorized in 1959, new
construction fell to fewer than 9,1oo units in L962. subsequent
increases brought the total up to 13,900 in L964, but the t.rend
was sharply downward after that time. In L966, only 7,45O units
were authorized by building permitsl this was the lowest annual
total in many years. For the first six months of 1967, almost
5,1O0 units were authorized, compared with 4,350 units for the
comparable period ot L966 (see table V).

The trend of single-family authorizations has been sharply down-
ward, falling trom 22r15O units in 1959 to 4,3O0 in L966. 'Approxi-
mat.ely 21950 single-family units were authorized during the first
half of 1967; this compares with 2,450 for the first half of L966.

The trend of multifamily construction has been somewhat erratic
in the last ten years. After several years of lower act.ivity,
in the early 1960' s multifamily authorizations reached a peak of
almost 7,80o units in 1964. As a result of an over-built market
a more conservative lending policy by mortgagees, and more re-
cently a tight mortgage market, multifamily authorizations fell
off sharply, to fewer than 3rl5o units in 1966. For the first six
months of L967, about 2rl5o mulEifamily units were authorized,
compared with 1,90O units for the comparable period in 1966.

IIni t s IIndcr Constrrrcti on ^ Based upon the number of units author-
ized by building permits and upon the September 1967 postal
vacancy survey, it is estimated that there h,ere about 4r8OO units
under consLruction in the San Diego area as of October 1, L967 ,
including 2r3OO multifamily units and 2,50O single-family units.
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of this total, about 2,ooo were in the city of San Diego, including
7OO single-family houses and 1r3OO apartment units. There were

also significant amounts of new construction in Imperial Beach,
Chula VisE.a, Escondido, Oceanside, and Vista.

Demolitions. Between November 1, 1965 and October 1, L967, an

estimated 2rOOO housing units were removed from the housing inven-
tory through demolition, a figure which is roughly comparable to
the 1960-1965 average. Because of continued highway construction
in the suburban area, demolitions will continue to average approxi-
mately IrOOO units annually during the two-year forecast period.

Tenure of Occuoancv

As of the date of this analysis, about 58.5 percent of all occupied
housing units in the San Diego HMA were owner-occupied (see table
IV). There was a slight shift from owner-occupied units to renter-
occupied units in Ehe 1965-L967 petLod and this trend is expected
to continue during the two-year forecast period.

Vacancv

Postal Vacancv Survev. A postal vacancy survey conducted in Sep-
tember 1967 included the San Diego Post Office and 24 other post
offices (see table VI). The survey covered over 383rOOO possible
deliveries (including trailers), about 93 percent of the estimated
current housing supply. At the time of the survey, 10,675 units
(2.9 percent of the residences and apartments surveyed) were
vacant. Of this totalrabout 61825 were vacant residencesr'a
vacancy ratio of 2.3 percent, and 31850 ltere apartments, a vacancy
factor of 5.6 percent in this caEegory. An additional 4r5OO units
were under construction, but were not classified as vacant.

An earlier postal vacancy survey (November L966) covered roughly
the same area as the current survey. That survey reported an over-
all vacancy rate of 4.2 percent; the vacancy rate in residences
was 2.8 percent and the vacancy rate in apartments was 1O.0 per-
cent. The November 1965 survey, which was included in the previous
analysis, displayed an over-aIl vacancy rate of 6.6 percent, with a

4.1 percent rate in residences and 15.1 percent vacancy rate in
apartments "

A comparison of the three surveys indicates that the over-al1
vacancy factor decreased from 6.6 percent in November 1965 Lo 4"2
percent in November L966 Eo 2.9 percent in September 1967.
Similar declines occurred in both the residence category and the
apartment category. Some part of the decline in apartment vacancies
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in the most recent survey may be attributable to temporary
occupancy. Typically, in the San Diego area, the tourist season
is at a peak during the summer months. The most recent survey,
conducted in September, would reflect this tourist trade more than
the surveys conducted in November 1965 or October L966.

IL is important to note that the post.al vacancy survey
not entirely comparable with the data published by the
the Census because of differences in definitions, area
tions, and methods of enumeration. The Census reports
vacancies by tenure, whereas the postal vacancy survey
units and vacancies by type of structLrre.

data are
Bureau of
del inea-
units and
reports

FHA Vacancies. As shown by the annual occupancy surveys conducted
by the San Diego FHA Insuring Office, the vacancy ratio in FHA-
insured multifamily housing in the San Diego area increased
steadily from 15.O percent in March L962 to 20.6 percent in March
L965. Following a modest decline in March 1966 to 17.7 percent,
the vacancy rate dropped to 5.1 percent in March 1967.

Current Estimate . Based on the postal vacancy survey (adjusted
to census concepEs and for an undercount of vacancies), other
vacancy data, and personal observation, it is judged Ehat there
were abouL L4.6OO vacant housing units available for sale or renE
in the Hl4A as of the date of this analysis. Of this total,4'2OO
were for sale, indicating a homeowner vacancy ratio of I.8 per-
cent, and 1Or4OO were available for rent, indicating a renter
vacancy ratio of 6.1 percent. Only a small number of the available
vacant sales houses lacked one or more plumbing facilities, but
about I,OOO of the available rental vacancies lacked some plumbing.

As shown in table IV, both the homeowner and renter vacancy ratios
have dropped substantially since I965. The homeowner vacancy
ratio was 3.2 percent in 1965, compared with 1.8 percent currently.
The renter vacancy raEe has decreased from 12.5 percent in 1965

to 6.1 percent currenLlY.

Sales Market

General Market Conditions. The market for sales housing in the
Sa" Oiego HI,IA improved signif icantly between November 1965 and
October Lg67; the homeowner vacancy rate declined from the 1965

level of 3.2 percent to the more acceptable leve1 of 1.8 percent.
The improvement was brought about by continued 1ow 1evels of single-
family construction coupled with a higher rate of household in-
crease. Improvement was especially evident in the market for
existing houses; prices were trending upward and the time required
to sell a house was considerably shorter t.han was the case two
years earlier.
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Most of the new sales housing constructed in the area since 196o
has been in and around the city of San Diego. The met.ropolitan
area accounts for srightly over three-fourths of single-family
construction, most of which is in the incorporated cities. The
nonmetropolitan area in the northwest corner of the HI"IA (Carlsbad
and Oceanside) makes up most of the remainder.

Although single-family homes can be built for about $12,ooo, verylittle new construction is priced below $15rooo. The majorityof subdivision offerings are in the $15rooo-$3o,ooo price ,u.,!..
Based upon the unsold inventory, the median price of new sales
houses is currently about $23rooo, compared with $2o,ooo in Lg65.

Soecul ative ConsLruction
survey, speculaLive cons

. As reported by the FHA unsold inventory
truction in 1966 accounted for about g2

the San Diego FHA Insuring
inventory of new sales houses

percent of all subdivision completions, compared with over 9o
percent in 1965. Thu survey data, however, are only generally
indicative of speculaLive construction, since t,he survey coveredonly about three-fourths of the single-family units authorizea iy
building permits in 1966.

sold Inven . In January L967,
Office conducted the annual unsold
in subdivisions with five or more completions during 1966 (see
table VII). The survey covered 3rL32 completed houses, of which
575 were pre-sol-d and 21557 (82 percent) were built on a specula-
tive basis. At the time of the survey, 756 (29.6 percent) of the
speculatively-buiIt homes were unsold. For homes priced under
$3O,OOO, the unsold ratios varied between L2 a.,d 25 percent;
however, over 60 percent of the units priced above $3orooo were
unso 1d .

R ental Market

General Market Conditions. New multifamily construction in the
San Diego HMA, as measured by building permits, was at low levelsin the 1965-1967 period" The declining availability of new apart-
ments caused the rental market to tighten considerably; the renter
vacancy rate declined from 12.5 percent in November 1965 to 6.1percent in october 1967, suggesting that the rental market was re-stored to a more favorable condition in terms of gross vacancies.
As of the date of t.his analysis, rental vacancies were concentrated
in old, less-competitive units in san Diego and in new high-rent
luxury units.
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Approximate gross monthly rentals (including utiliEies) necessary
for the profitable operation of a garden-type project in the HI,IA
are about $105 for an efficiency, $1ZS for a one-bedroom apart-
ment, $145 for a two-bedroom apartmenE, and $165 for a three-bed-
room apartment. Because of competitive pressureS, however,
monthly rentals of as much as $2o lower have not been uncommon in
relatively new garden projects. rn the fall of 1967, an improvement
in the rental market was becoming increasingly evident and increases
in monthly rentals have been occurring in many of the newer projects.

In general, the new apartments that have been constructed in the
HI'{A are in garden projects. Most of the projects contain fewer
than 5O units, although some large projects have been built.
only a small number of efficiencies have been built in recent years;
most of the efficiencies in the area are in old, converted structures
and usually rent for $75 a month and less. MosE of the new con-
struction consisted of one- and two-bedroom units and, because of
the soft. market, these have typically rented for less than $l3O
a month. Demand for larger rental units is usually satisfied by
single-family homes.

PubI ic sins and Ur Renewal

At the present time, there are no public housing units and no
urban renewal programs in the San Diego Hl4A.

Militarv Housing

currently, the san Diego Nava1 District control s 3r4g1 units offamily housing. A11 of these units are deemed to be suitable for
occupancy by military personnel. No additional family housing
has been programmed by the Navy for construction during the fJre-cast period covered by this analysis.

The Marine Corps currently control s 2r421
at Camp Pendleton, of which L1773 are said
are unsuitable. No new units are planned.

units of family housing
to be suitable and 648
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Demand for Housins

Ouantitati ve Demand

Based on the expected growth in the number of households over the
next two years, on the anticipated levels of demolitions and other
losses to the inventory, and on adjustments to create a balanced
sales market in the Hl"lA, demand for new housing is expected to
total lorooo units annually over the two-year forecast period, in-
cluding 5,500 single-family houses and 4r5oo units in multifamily
structures. of the total multifamily demand, it is estimated
that 7oo unit.s will require some form of public benefits or assist-
ance to achieve the lower rents necessary for absorption. These
demand estimates do not include public low-rent housing or rent-
supplement accommodations.

The annual demand for additional housing forecast for the Lg67-
1969 period is greater than the number of units authorized in
1965 and L966, but is roughty comparable to the annual volume
suggested by the number of units authorized by building permits
during the first half of 1967. while growEh will be concentrated in
the nonmilitary-connected sector of the economy, Lhe temporary
nature of the residence of many persons now in the area and the
continued volatility of the economy suggests the desirability of
maintaining vacancies at as low a level as practicable and
encouraging the absorption of the substantial number of units under
construction as of the date of this report.

The demand for single-family houses estimated for the next two
years is substantially below the 196o-L967 average of single-family
building activity, but is above the annual average of the last
t.wo and one-half years. The trend of single-family construction
has been generally downward since 1960; the projected Ievel of
demand reverses this trend, however, and indicates that sufficient
improvement has occurred in the sales market Lo warrant increased
levels of consLruction.

The projected leve1 of multifamily demand, including the 7oo units
to be provided with special benefits, is about equal to the average
rate of construction l,n the 196O-1966 period but is below the.
1964 peak which resulted'in a seriously over-built rental market.
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Oualitati ve Demand

Sinele-family Housine. The distribution of the annual demand for
5r5OO single-family units shown in the following table is based
on ability to pay, as determined by current family income levels,
and on sales price Eo income ratios typical of the area. considera-
tion also has been given to recent market experience. The
minimum sales price at which acceptable sales housing can be pro-
duced in the HI,,IA is estimated at about $12,OOO, but it is expected
that few units will be provided to sell for less than $I5,OOO.

Annual Demand for New Sinsle-F amilv Hous inp- hv Pri e CI assc
San Diego. California. Housinq Market Area

Oct.ober 1, L967 to October 1, L969

Number
of units

Percentage
distributionPrice class

Under $15,OOO
$15,OOO - L7,499

l7,5OO - L9,999
2O,OOO - 24,999
25,OOO - 29,999
3OTOOO and over

TotaI

275
900

1,OOO
1 ,5OO
1,OOO

825
5,50O

5
16
I8
27
18
15

100

Multifamilv Housing. The monthly rentals at which 3r8OO new multi-
family units financed at market rates of interest might best be
absorbed by the rental market are shown for various size units in
the following tab1e. These units can be provided either through
new construction or rehabilitation of units that are not parE of
the available inventory. The production of new units in higher
rental ranges than indicated below may be jusLified if a competi-
tive filtering of exisEing accommodations to lower ranges of rent
can be anticipated as a result.
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Annual for New Multif lv Housinp
bv Gross Monthlv Rent and Unit Size

San Di eeo. Califor , HMA
October 1. 1967 to Octo 1. L969

Nrrmbe r of Units
Gross

monthly rent 4/

$1oo - $1re
L20 - 139
140 - 159
160 - t79
180 - L99
200 - 2L9
220 - 239
240 and over

Total

Efficiencv

130
50
20

200

One
bedroom

750
350
190
13s
IOO
50
25

I ,600

Two
bedroom

Three
bedroom

roo
75
60
40
25

300

o)s
42s
275
225
115

35
1 ,7O0

al Gross monthly rent is shelter rent plus the cost of
util ities.

The demand for 7OO rental units annually at rents below the
minimum achievable levels with market-interest-rate financing
includes 5O efficiencies, 150 one-bedroom units, 325 two-bedroom
units, and I75 three-bedroom units. The location factor is of
especial importance in the provision of new units at the Lower-
rent levels. FamiLies in this user group are not as mobile as
those in other economic segments; they are less able or willing to
break with established social, churchrard neighborhood relation-
ships. Proximity to or quick and economical transportation to
place of work frequently is a governing consideration in the place
of residence preferred by families in this group.

The preceding distributions of average annual demand for ner,u

apartments are based on projected tenant-family income, the size
distribution of tenant households, and rent-paying propensities
found to be typical in the area; consideration also is given to
the recent absorption experience of new rental housing. Thus, it
represents a pattern for guidance in the production of rental
housing predicated on foreseeable quantitative and qualitative
considerations. Specific market demand opportunities or replacement
needs may permit effective marketing of a single project differing
from this demand distribution. Even though a deviation may experi-
ence market success, it should not be regarded as establishing a
change in the projected pattern of demand for continuing guidance
unless thorough analysis of all factors involved clearly confirms
the change. In any case, particular projects must be evaLuated in
the light of actual market performance in specific rent ranges and
neighborhoods or submarket,



Taole I

rr{ork force and llrnolopnent Trends
San Die o Cal-ifornia SViSA

( 1n \

Comoonent

Civil-ian work force

Unemplcyment
Percent of work force

Total emplo.yment
Agricultural emoloyment
l,ionailricultural employrnent

1:)61+

338.t

3t2.7
11.2

3C1,5

52.7

1965

3\5.9

t966

3&.1.

Annual a.veratles
12-mo. average
ending July
t?66 l.967

353.3 369.9

20.9
5.9/"

2\.9
7.zfr

1f, .7
5.2%

trianufacturing
Duraole gcods

lvietals
ivlachinery
Aircraft ano missi-les
Shicbuilding
0tlrer durables

l{ondurabl-e goods
Food r:rocessing
Apparel
Printing and publishing
Other nondurables

llonmanuf acturing
I,lini.ng and fishing
Construction
Trans . , comrn. , ?: util .
Trade
Fin., ins., 3 real est.
Service
j.overnmenU

1

e%

1[,
l+

25.)l
7.5,e1

7.9
3l..5

3.1+
,11.1

2.7
3.8
1.h

11

7.3
25.9
2.9
3.6

11.0

6.h
29.2
2,1
).5

to.6

m3

I
3
t_

2

3
1

321.1-iT3
3O9.5

7

3)r1.1+
T2;6
329.11

58.0
EM-T.I

7.7
2g.g
3.h
,lr.l

11.8E

27t.b
L.,

18.3
t6.6
73.7
15.L
77,5
73.\

332)+
11.9

320.5

.1

35l-.8
1a aLC.1

339.6

6o.j
Er3-If,1.

7.
28.

3.

0
7
0
2

8
l+ l2.3-r[Effilr-I

2.5
3.7
1.h

2.2
).)
1.3

?

6
1+

2

3
1

zh8.B
7-.7

l_9. B

IJ+.9
67.2
l-5.6
65,3
6,1+.3

257 .8
l_. 7

19.1
t5.6
69.7
16.0
58.0
67.7

265 )t,--T-?
18 .8
16.1
72.1
16.3
69.8
70.8

279.3-T3
17.lt
l-7.3
75 )l
16.5
7l+.1
77.O

Source: Calii'ornia Department of Employment. Revisions released
in Dece:nber lg67e are not refl-ected jn these data.
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I1i1itary and Ciyilian Strength Trenus
San Diego, California, ilr'-f

T965:D'T-

Installation

i,laval Air Stat:-on, .i{orth Island
Amphibious Base, Coronado
Camp Pendleton i,larine iiase
Communication Station
Electronics Laboratory
Naval Hospital
Naval Station
Naval Training Center
Naval Supply Center
i{arine Corcs Recrr"riting Depot
Naval Air Station, I'{iramar
Public Works Center
Naval Air Station, Imperi.al Beach
Miscellaneous Installations

Total shore-based

Homeported

Grand total

J.ane 30, lg65ffi
2r))53 7,76811200 L27

25 151+2 1,9LJ+
3l+9 116
209 tr707

2,37)+ 5gt
2 1392 3ol+t5,2t5 g3

La 1,02t_
8,537 322

995 l+Bg
t-I 11180

318 \zLrzoz tr63z

June 30, 1967
l-an l'lilitary Civilian

June
r,liri_

2,36L
3 1282

3trg6a
386
183

31291
21196

l-9,225
\3

th, z3n
e35
10

3l-9
l+r o9,l+

8 rd+g
15r

2rll2
t25

l-1752
7bo
265
1L1

1r031
352
5zt

1r188
55

1r 9l+1

2rILI
21672

3\,779
380
3l-5

3 1517
2,556

t5,938
bz

l,2r273
99tu
3lr6

3,85h

lo,a22
232

21262
t't

7'857
B05
58r
319

1r088
388
57)1

l-1339
B3

2rSL$

22rzb,l63,8\5 t7 ,33O 82,523 tg ,O23

n,678 - 87,25t

137,523 t7 ,33O ]:6g,77L lg,023

79,795

9016\9

l70rl+Ll+ 22,zlJJ.

Source: Department of Defense.



Table IIf

PopuLatl"on of The
San Dte o Caltfornta' IIMA

7

Area

ltiA tot,a1

.lhul-a 7i.s;ta
Coronado
J.1 Oajon
Jscondido
Imperial ,-:each

la l"resa
|lrtional Cit;r
0ceanside
San Diego
,lest of iX'iA

g/ ilounded.

Sources

rlOVelrl De I'
t965

.01:L 1. 201.OCi)

Lpril
7960

llctoce r
tYo {

,, rUUr*

65,t5o
20ro0o
l+8, 6,0o

30,200,)^ ?n^.-.,'r l'rv

37 ,1oc
37,95O
,lrOr gOO

678, ooo
305,3C0

:t

)0,100

21225
26J

1r22,
2rooo

31!

910
220

lr 9oC
t3 1750

7 r3oo

Atrera e annual c
z/

3-

-1I 7

l-.03 l+3 
'55o

Ir2 r()31+
t-i.r)3,)
37 ,618
t6,3'17
7.7 ,77 -?

3i)r1ill
32,77t
2)),971

5n,zz!.',
2]9,763

5\'5oo
1gr5oo
Irlr r 5oo
27 tf,oo
lgrr5oo

35,500
li1r0O0
3,,500

6Sor ooo
28o r 5oo

5,550
cCo

2 rl5o
1rLr03

/,c(

1,l-50
2,O5O
2,?25

[r 6oo
l2,95O

196C Census of Pooulation.
tg65 based on est:Ll,'rates o.fl the :'lann:ing Conunissions

of Lhe ci-ty and county of San Diego.
196? est-imated oy Housing iliarket Analyst.



Table fV

Components of the Housing Inventory
San Die Cali-fornia s t Area

Suoplv. tenure . and vacancy

Total housing units

Occupied housing units

Orarner-occupied
Percent

l'),enter-occupied
Percent

Availaole

April 1,
1960

339,w2

3O5 rz1t

179,9OO
5g.g

t25 r3OL
hl.1

T rA3Ll

7,5ob
)+.o%

L6r33O
tt.5%

10rl+07

itiovemoer 1,
l-965

399 160,0

360r000

2].2r5OO
59,o

th7,5oo
hl.o

7rloo
3.2%

21r000
L?.5%

October 1,
t967

l+rzr5oo

386roo0

225,BOO
5u.)

160r 2Oo
I+1.5

26'5oo

r-h,6co

l+, eOO
1.Br

10rl+00
5.1/"

I1r g00

Vaeant housinq units 3lt,'21$ )9 1600

28rloo

For saLe
Homeowner vacancy rate

For rent
Renter vacancy rate

Other vacant { 11r5oo

2/ fncludes vacant seasonal units, dilapidated. units, units
rented or sold and awaiting occupancy, and units held
off the market for other reasons.

Sources z l95O Census of Housing.
1965 and 1967 estimated by Housing Inlarket Analysts.



San Diego City Remai-nder of HI,IA

Dwell-i
e

iil/iA total

Table V

Units Authorized
orn

Bu Permits

Year

l-eSB
L959
]-960
t96t
t962

]-963
1961+

l-965
t966

Jan.-June
1966
t967

SingJ-e-
family

16r01+8
2217"66
tL,656

7, B28

5166o

7,062

iviu]-ti-
family

7 ,676
7 1736
21751
3,u7
3 A3z

,788
,55:-
,il2

Total

2),72\
29 r9O2
11+rl+07
tc rg75

9 ro92

t2,77O
l-3t9o6

9 rl+71
7 )+36

Single-
family

6,380
7 1958
l+1326
\,357
2,567

,l+zt
398

9L

79L
lrl+19

I,1ulti-
f anil-y Total

Single-
family

9 16r,8
tlr, ZOB

7,33A
3 rlr7l
2rgg3

I,iulti-
family

3 r oo,l+

21399
1r 1]+3

e35
lrlfl5

,835
,5r1
,ZLil

Total

1B
20
9l+

I
9
2

t
,
t

,
t
t

6
L
l+

L
5

5
7
)-r

3

7 
'1il6

OB,7

26
5
7

5zt
1
]

35r
091+

t

3
2

1
1

)t,672 1f ,
5 1337 t3 t
11608 5,
2,2t2 6,
1,957 l+,

lr173 5
\rz7\ 6
2r3LO 3
t,g7o 3

11237 2,
e57 2,

l-21672
t61607

B,l+73
l+rl+06
l+r l+68

7 r2)\
5,56t
3 r7l+o

052
295
9It
569
62\

29\
6tz
901+
696

02B
376

,
t
t
t

3
3
3
2

,5W
t720
,326
,568

,66

,172

1

3
2
l_

2,1$7 1,
2 r9l+O 2,

Beh
151+ ,

657
lrl97

2r)23
2r7l9

Sources: Bureau of the Census, Constructlon Reports, C-bO.
San Diego City Planning Department.



Table VI

San Diego. California. Area Postal Vacanc.r' Survev

September 8-15. 1967

Total possible
deliveries {ll IIs.d New const.

ToLal oossible
deLie.e. All I L nder Total possible

del \o. t

17.5r8

2 .988

14

'Iotal residences and aparrments Ilouse trailers

t'nder 'l'otal possible t nde,
Postal area delireries .fll % tjsed \ew const. Ilsed N.k

The Survey Alea Total

San Dlego

l,tain Office

70.673 2.9

5.187 2.9

3t7 5.5

365.658

198.478

5,746

9.264

5. 188

317

1 .409

599

4.502

107

2 ,550

2
1

81
449

52

t52

296.t54

t52 .91 3

1.687

6. 814

3. 314

34

4.6

0.7

o.;
3.9
t.2
0.0

806

2l

1.1
2.2
2.6
4.6
2,t
0.2

16

4l
36
l0
92

436

2 0.9
1,
1,
1,

,

I
0
4
7

7

3

0.9
3

4
9

785

3
,ol

r16

2.3 5.759 r.055 2.219

2.2 2.938 376 683

2.0 34

69,504 3. 859 5. 6 3.505 354

45.505 2,473 5,4 2.250 223

4,059 283 7.0 283

2 .283

t.269

107

Branch:
Coronado

Grantv i I 1e
Hl11crest

5 .627 t?3 3.t 169

t64
344
308
656

65
354

11,618
12 ,t49
11,333
8,223
9, 113
6,603

101
264
271
319

65
l3

99
92
39

217
16

364 435

15

87

114

1

1

L;

4 4.t7 6 64 1.5 60

2
2
4

25
4

30
5

337
1

4

31
2

18
a

1

t:

29

1 ,451 109 7. 5 109

Stations:
Andle, JackBon
East San Diego
Encanto
George Washington

61
I4
26

2
138

23

t32
266
295
381
187

13

63
80
3t

277

i6l

36
t2

8

18
32 4;

360
425
426

,500
,877
,387
,009
, 313

, 131

15
13
t2
I1

9
13

7,37 9
1 ,541
4,7 67

2t,9O3
2,446

18 - 804

231
358
334
658
203
317

5
6
7

0
2

9

1.
2.
2.
6.
2.
2.

882
728
o54
786
200
528

711
014
861

020
781
951
466
788

5

16
23

John Adams
Linda vista
North Palk
Ocean Beach
Old San Dlego
Pacific Beach

Polot LoBa
Serra llesa
Southeastern
University Clty
Ullltae H, Taft

12,074
9,L46

t4,99r
to,37 6
7,0r1

t5 ,77 6

335
296
431

r42
5'12

2.8
3.2

2.2
2.O
3.5

315
246

228
137
524

101
45

tl6
97
13

193

206
262
270
130
86

254

205
212
210
130

86
225

t29

151
10r

56
318

5.4
1.4
4.5
3.7

5-5

110
34

t52
98
51

299

20
50

9

3

5
48

36
28

5

96

9 ,703
8,847

11,448
7,665
4,997

r0,915

2.
3.
2.
1.
1.
2.

1.
4.
2.
1.

24

8
3

3

5
4
6

0.
2.
2.
1.
1.
2.

,Z
1

7
13
19

10
1l

2

89

2,371
299

3,543

44
80

1,146
4,690

705
2,664

101
19

Ll59

3

5
19

467
148

o.;
0.0

6,299
8, 138

10,160
2,103

ls .2 14

t22
119
515

65
308

86
91

510
40

212

11
7l

3

42
103

5,279
6,351
8, 203

12,426

43
54

354
40

L26

76
37

157
2.1
8.0
0.0
4.5

43
37

156

46
82

358
65

183

3
28

4
25
57

33
212

86 39

3

18
2

310

14. 530

44 2 -619

0.0

5.4Other Cities and Toms 167.180 4.886 2.9 4.076 810

Boolta
Csldiff by the Sea
Carl sbad
Chula Vi6ta
De 1 lrar
El C8ion

143.181 3.500 2.4 2.82L 679 1.536 23,999 1.386 5.8 r.255 131

11
40

193
357

31
501

0.8
2.6
4.0
1.6
1.3

1,335
1,461
3,621

t] ,2t3
t,74t

r5, r40

11
34
85

257
24

423

8
31
15

t3't
23

317

3

3
10

120
1

106

2

I
51

223
52

108

83
346

165 28
235 t22
30 1

395 106

;
90
98

7

18

- 0.0
6 1.5

108 9.4
100 2. 1

7 1.0
78 2.9

76
535

9

l
4,4

ehidia!o&.r oarl{d!4!

d!d!d r, otr&nh. !-rudqG)



Table VI (Contrd)

San Diego, California, Area PosraL !'acancy Survey (continued)

8-15.1q67

'l'otal resirlences and apartments Residences

l'oral p,'ssible

26r

\o. ';

10

l7
10
20
13
54

1

5

5

6
3

2t
52

Total
del

Poss i bl l. nder Total possible
deliveries All 'c tseJ \e"

t nder Total oo.sihlc \ acant unils
.\il 1 L*l \'*

I nder
Ali t I sed \ew

Encinitas
E sc ond ido
Fa1 lbrook
Imperial Beach
La Jqlla
Lake s i.de

La Mesa
Lemon Grove
National City
Oceanside
Poway
Ramona

San Marcos
Santee
San Ysidlo
Solaoa Beach
Spring Va11ey
Vis ta

The de[initions of 'residen:e' :n:l
rnc possible delilery.

4,060
l3,437

3 ,648
7 ,128
9 ,507
3 .736

53
511
!64
410
400

68

50
319
1ll
\4C)

400
58

1.3
3.8
4.5
6.1
4.2
1.8

2.4
1.8
2.8
3.6
2.\
5.4

6.5
3.4
1.3
t.1
1.9
2.8

l
192

51
30

L6
287

30
230
181

24

42
240

99
41!
118
56

3

160
49
30

359
I,391

234
119

2 ,069

I
111
I6
26

262
2

6
161

4
38

112

3,701
t2,o40
3,4r4
7 ,009
1 ,438
3-651

45
400
t48
444
138

66

10
t26
26

L92
69
24

8.2
2.O
5.8
5.8
0.0

L3_5

201
104
228
2r6

65
63

1

t2

33
3

6
1l

6
t0

5.0
3.4
o.7
1.1
t.7
2.4

t.2
3.3
4.)
6.3
1.9
1.8 10

68

2

24
t
1

35

:

5

8
4
5

5

8

0.8
1.6
2.2
6.0

3.8

8

19
l4
26
62

2

2

9

8
6

7

4

2

7
6
3

t2
2

32

10

15

5

l
232
146

597
326
522
249
-355

8

501
468
268
108

4
170 1

6
66

1 6, 075
6, 319

10 , 848
13,339

2 ,651
1-341

392
tt4
306
483

65
73

280
111
)04
t54
'l
12

91
7

235
236
102

3

3,746
5,82r
9,505
8, 705
2 ,607
1.318

13 ]
104
226
192

61
62

86
4
3

90
la2

3

329
498
143
634

50
23

191
10
78

267

t47
10

262

1 ,815
3,808
1,151
1,318
6, 913
8, 640

118
728

15
22

129
2L2

73
t23

15
22

106
205

2

3

16
44
30

276

1,715
3,775
t,026
I,260
6,677
8,262

85
127

1

t4
113
202

50
t22

7

1.4

90
180

100
33

58
236
318

10

lt2

2

29
4
1

45

:

44 2.8
3.1
1.8
1.0

4) .4
12 .5

2.8
o.7
3.6
2.5
3.0
6.4

23
31

23
22

2

3

16
44
29

264

10

33
1

8

8

16
40

10

23
1

8
8

16
?\

178
569
169
118
689
814

.,,urce: F HA postal ra!atr.) -ite. cDnducted by collaboratrng 1, >stmasrer(s).



Table VII

Status of New Hou:;e Completions DUring1966 in Selected Subdlvisi
an o ornl-a Hous iviarket Area

As

a/

Sales price
iotal

completions

til
85

Speculative eonstructle4
Pre-sold Total- Unsold Percent

rrl0rO00
t2r5oo
l5rooo
l7,5oo

20r000
25rooo
30roo0
3i r 0oo

- ,.$L2,bgg

- ll+1999
- t7,\gg
- lg rggg

- 2l+,999
- 2g rggg
- 3b1999
and over
Total

5l,2
\za

801
510
253
hse

3 1132

n
6

3B
37

)fl
79

l+7L

389

0
t9
B6

L8

2l+.
18.
12.

0
1
1
3

7
2
(

9

6

206
t57
9t

5e5
353
l'62,l+o [5e,i9 ryT

l-35
B9

100
279
7r,6

25.
61.
/-r'r

22.

20

a/ Incluries subdivisj-ons each wi th five or more complef ions duri-ng
1g66.

Source: llnsold Inventory Survey condrrcted cy the San Diego, Cali-fornla, I'itii
Insuring Offj.ce.
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